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The specification has been amended to include a detailed listing of the drawings. 
Representative support for this amendment rnaj be found through • t e *p icrfie on as filed 

Claim 1 has been amended to recite that R is (2-6'C)a!kyL Representative support m the 
specification for this amendment may be found at page 10, line 17. Claim 4 5 which depends 
from claim 1, has been amended to reflect the amendment to claim 1. 

Applicants submit that no prohibited matter has been added by the amendments to the 
specification and claims. 

I. Undated Table of Conmioalv Assigned AppMeafioas 

The Examiner's attention is called to the following updated table of U.S. patents and 
pending applications of Applicants' assignee that may be considered as technically related. The 
current states of each application as reported in the PAIR database is given in the right-hand 
column. Each of the published US applications and PCX applications is listed on a form PTO- 
1449 attached to an Information Disclosure Statement being submitted herewith or has been 
listed on a form PTO-1449 attached to a previously filed Information Disclosure Statement 

It is assumed that the Examiner has ready electronic access to each of the listed U\S... 
applications, but the undersigned will provide a copy of any document from these files if 
requested by the Examiner, 
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2. Objection to the Specification . 

The Examiner objects to the J? a\ ig ap{ earing in the specification as detailed on page 3 
of the Office Action. 

Applicant - ded the specificat - ; s the heading "Brief Description of 

igures 1-8'are ndividuall i et In 

addition, separate sheets of Figures i -8, with each sheet labeled as "New Sheet", are submitted. 
In view of these actions, Applicants respectfully request that this objection be withdrawn. 

3. Rejection under 35 U.S.C. 163(b) 

A. WO 03/016317 

Claims 1-5 are rejected as anticipated by WO 03/016317 for the reasons provided on 
page 4 of the Office Action. The Examiner specifically cites "Examples 7 and 7" of WO 
03/0163 17 as teaching processes for preparing rosuvastatin. Applicants presume that the 
Examiner intended to recite "Examples 7 and 8" since these examples relate to rosuvasiaim 
Applicants respectfully disagree with this rejection and point out that WO 03/016317 
does not disclose the use or isolation of a crystalline compound of formula (8) as recited in 
claim 1 . While Applicants believe that this difference clearly distinguishes the claimed Invention 
from the WO 03/0163 17 disclosure, Applicants have, in an effort to expedite prosecution of the 
subject application, amended claim 1 to recite that R is (2~6C}alkyl. In Examples 7 and 8 of WO 
03/01 6317, which describe processes for preparing rosuvastatin, the only compound of 
Applicants 5 formula (8) that is disclosed is the one where R is methyl (as evidenced by the 
recitation of "methyl 7-[4-(4-fl.uorophenyi)-6-isopropyl-2-(N-methyl-N- 
methylsulfbnylamino)pyrimidin-5-yi ]-{3R 5 5S)-diliydroxy-(E)-6-heptenoate ?> at page 22, lines 19- 
21). Because methyl corresponds to R being (IQalkyl, it is outside the scope of claim 1 as 
amended. For at least the above reasons, WO 03/01 6317 cannot anticipate Applicants' claims, 
especially as amended, and Applicants therefore respectfully request that this rejection be 
i 1 irawn 

B. WO 00/49014 

Claims 1-5 ere rejected as 5 c ed on :iagc 

4 of the Office Action* 
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Anticipation of a claim by a reference can OBfy occur if each and every feature of the 
claim is taught by the reference. In this ease, WO GG/49014 does not disclose the use or isolation 
of a crystallise compound of formula (8) as recited in claim 1 . According \ , WO < 19 
cannot anticipate claim 1 or claims that depend from claim- 1 . For at least this reason, Applicants 
terel ectfUHy re( hi ction be v> ithdrawn. 

4 ConciasioTt 

The foregoing amendments and remarks are submitted to place the application in 
condition for allowance. Applicants therefore respectfully request reconsideration and timely 
allowance of the pending claims. Should an interview be helpful to further prosecution of this 
application, the Examiner is invited to telephone the undersigned. 

Except for issues payable under 37 C.F.R. 1 .18, the Commissioner is hereby authorized 
by this paper to charge any additional fees during the entire pendency of this application 
including lees due under 37 OFJL U6 and 1.17 which may be required, including any required 
extension of time fees, or to credit any overpayment to Deposit Account 50-03 10. This 



paragraph is intended to be a constructive petition for extension of time in accordance with 37 
C.F.R. 1.136(a)(3). 



Dated: November 2, 2010 

Morgan, Lewis & Boekius LLP 

Customer No. 09629 

1111 Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W. 

Washington, D.C. 20004 

Tel: 202-739-3000 

Fax: 202-739-3001 



Respectfully submitted, 
Morgan, Lewis & Bocfcras LLP 



/Gregory' T. lower 
Gregory T. Lowen 
Registration No. 46,882 
Direct: 202-739-5915 
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